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Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 18 June 2008 . 
2a )^ This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1.5-7.19.20 and 23-25 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 1.5-7.19.20 and 23-25 is/are rejected. 
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Application Papers 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's Amendment filed on 6/18/2008 has been entered with amended 
claims 1 and 19 and cancelled claims 2, 8, 10-11,18, 26, 28-29. This Office Action is 
made as a final and claims 1 , 5-7, 19-20, 23-25 are pending. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: Applicant 
filed on 6/18/2008 an amendment to specification. This amendment is proper 
amendment and it will be entered. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 2 is objected to because of the following informalities: Applicant 
Amendment listed as Claims 2-4 stated as cancelled. Cancelled claims must contain 
only status as Cancelled. Appropriate correction is required. 

4. Claim 19 is objected, the phrase "operable to" renders the claim indefinite 
because it is unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are part of the claimed 
invention. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
malting and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
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art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Claims 1 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragrapli, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. In claim 1, the amended limitation on line 7-9, claimed as "the semantic 
object provider comprising an interface component to create an object, an 
implementation object to provide persistency and an object registry". The specification 
does not support claiming subject matter. Similarly claim 19, claiming the same matter. 

7. Claims 1, 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. Applicant's amended to claim as "object 
registry to interact with a repository". Applicant's citation or the specification is not 
supporting the amended claim limitation. 



8. 



The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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9. Claims 1 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragrapli, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. The specification does not support claiming subject 
matter. Similarly claim 19, claiming the same matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1 0. Applicant's amendment has overcome the rejection of claims 1 9-20 and 23-25 
under 35 U.S.C. 101 . Therefore, the rejection is withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner In which the Invention was made. 

This application currently names joint Inventors. In considering patentability of the claims under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly 
owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 

Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates 
of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the 
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examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior 
art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

12. Claims 1 , 5-7, 19-20, 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tabbara et al. (US Patent 6,460,043) hereinafter Tabbara, and in 
view of Trossen et al. (USPA Pub. US 2004/0260749 Al ) hereinafter Trossen. 

1 3. As per independent claims 1,19, Tabbara teaches method for querying data 
stored on a computer includes creating a dictionary of conceptual information and 
physical information about data (col. 3, lines 7-12). Tabbara teaches the claimed, 
receiving from an application a semantic request having a request name that 
semantically identifies a type of information sought by the request (Fig. 4c, col. 8, lines 
14-18, lines 24-26 and lines 32-34). Tabbara teaches the claimed, converting the 
received semantic request to a generic request having corresponding request 
parameters (Fig. 4c, col. 8, line 64 to col. 9, line 28). Tabbara teaches the claimed, 
transmitting the converted request to a data access system (Fig. 3, col. 6, lines 45-48). 
Tabbara teaches the claimed, receiving data from the data access system 
corresponding to the converted request (Fig. 3, 9, col. 1 1 , lines29-42). Tabbara teaches 
the claimed, providing the data to the application (Fig. 4A, col. 7, lines 23-28). Tabbara 
teaches the claimed, initiating a creation of an object for receiving and converting the 
semantic request (Fig. 44, col. 39, lines 13-15). Tabbara teaches the claimed, opening a 
database connection within a data access system corresponding to the semantic 
request (Fig. 44, col. 39, lines 11-12). Tabbara teaches the claimed, requesting 
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properties of data corresponding to tlie semantic request, if a database connection lias 
not previously been opened (Fig. 44, col. 40, lines 8-12). Tabbara teaches the claimed, 
the semantic object provider comprising an interface component to create an object, an 
implementation object to provide persistency, and an object registry to interact with a 
repository (col. 10, lines 55-56). 

Finally, Tabbara does not explicitly teach semantic request with URI. However, 
Trossen teaches the claimed, the semantic request comprises a uniform resource 
identifier (Fig. 4, page 4, paragraph [0035]). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the data processing art at the time of the invention, to have combined 
the teachings of the cited references because Trossen's teachings would have allowed 
Tabbara's method that the session initiation protocol (SIP) event server may have better 
(or even exclusive) access to resources that are required to implement the desired 
application semantic (page 1, paragraph [0007]). 

14. As per dependent claim 20, Tabbara teaches the claimed, typecasting the data 
received from the data access system before providing the data to the application 
(Fig. 9, col. 11, lines 29-42). 

1 5. As per dependent claims 5, 23, Tabbara teaches the claimed, the object is a 
group object configured to access information about groups of entities (Fig. 8B, col. 1 1 , 
lines 1-4). 
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16. As per dependent claims 6, 24, Tabbara teaclies the claimed, the created object 
requests the properties of a resource corresponding to the converted request (col. 14, 
lines 32-35). 

1 7. As per dependent claims 7, 25, Tabbara teaches the claimed, the converted 
request comprises parameters corresponding to, but not present in, the semantic 
request (col. 14, lines 36-39). 

Response to Arguments 

18. Applicant's arguments filed on 6/1 8/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive and details as follows: 

a) Applicant's argument regarding rejection of claims 1 and 19 under 35 
U.S.C. 1 12 first and second paragraphs stated as "Applicants submit that the 
specification supports the following features of claims 1 and 19." 

In response to applicant argument, Examiner disagrees, because 
applicant is claiming different from the cited specification at Fig. 3, paragraphs 
[0043-50]. Therefore, the rejection is maintained. 

b) Applicant's argument regarding rejection of claims 1 and 19 under 35 
U.S.C. 103 stated as "Tabbara suggests or discloses the semantic object 
provider." 
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In response to applicant argument, Examiner disagrees, because Tabbara 
teaches the claimed, as a predicate provides the semantic context for objects 
and consists of one or more roles that objects play (col. 10, lines 55-56). 
c) Applicant's argument regarding a prior art stated as "Omoigui does not 
constitute prior art to the instant application." 

In response to applicant argument. Examiner disagrees, because Omoigui 
is a valid prior art and the CIP as well as the parent application do teach the 
rejected limitations. However, Examiner decided to use a new reference by 
Trossen to expedite the prosecution. The new reference teaches the semantic 
request consisting of URI. 

Conclusion 

19. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sathyanarayan Pannala whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-41 15. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on (571) 272-4085. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Sathyanarayan Pannala/ 
Primary Examiner 
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October 14, 2008 



